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each case, but here again there is a considerable difference
of opinion. Indian public men feel strongly that only
Indians should be entitled to receive financial concessions
from public funds, and that such benefits should be with-
held from non-nationals, even though they be Britons
engaged in the industry in question in India. British
opinion, however, is that any person engaged in the
industry who is willing to fulfil the conditions that may be
prescribed, should be eligible to the bounty or subsidy in
question, irrespective of the fact that he is Indian or non-
Indian. Some would be willing to exclude aliens from the
benefits of such grants, but not Britons. It is pointed out
that in England, for instance, where a subsidy is given to
the sugar-beet industry, no discrimination is made between
Britons and foreigners and all are alike eligible, so long as
they fulfil the conditions prescribed.
In India also, the position at present is the same as in
England. Subsidy is given, as in the case of steel, to a
particular industry on certain conditions open to all and
not on racial lines, to a particular firm or firms engaged
in the industry in question, to the exclusion of others.
But what Indians have in mind would be something
like the subsidy granted by Italy to Italian shipping
lines plying between Europe and India. This subsidy has
put British shipping companies operating in the same
waters at a great disadvantage. It is quite conceivable
that a similar subsidy may be granted by the new Indian
Government to Indian shipping companies, from the
benefits of which British and foreign companies may be
excluded. In fact, as is well known, the whole controversy
over racial discrimination in matters of trade and com-
merce arose over a bill proposing to reserve coastal ship-
ping to Indian-owned vessels.
The question was considered in 1925 by the External

